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Director 
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f i would like you to have a copy of the paper 
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entitled: u the Performance of the FBI in investigating Violations of 
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Memorandum 



TO 



=MR. MOHR. 



DATE: 10-28-71 





Gandy 



from :N. P. CALLAHA^/ 

subject: ^^[MITTEEJFOR PUBLIC JUSTICE 
PAPER ON "Tl^BI BUDGET" BY 
WALTER PINCUS 

- SYNOPSIS 

Paper on "The FBI Budget" to be presented at Princeton Conference * 

I\ of Committee for Public Justice is rehash of Walter Pincus' three-article series r>( 
\ critical of FBI which appeared in the Washington Post in 6/71. Congressman ^ 
| Rooney made speech in House 6-14-71 pointing out errors and distortions in ^. 
1 articles and complimented FBI and Director (copy of Congressional Record article 
| on speech is attached. ). 

Pincus' paper is loosely organized and slanted attempt to criticize 
FBI budget presentations and reviews by the Department, Office of Management * 
and Budget, and the Congress. Throughout paper displays ignorance of Federal ^ 
budgetary procedures and uses journalistic approach of quoting unidentified -\ 
Department officials and former FBI officials when convenient to make his poinjg 

Pincus alleges FBI funds not necessarily expended for purposes forg 
which they were requested by Director; he admits there is nothing illegal about & 
this as any agency head has discretion to use funds as he sees fit. Pincus im- 
properly claims Assistant Directors have no role in preparation of FBI budgets 8 
and that programs proposed to Director by Assistant Directors do not consider a 
cost factors. Pincus contends FBI in past would undertake additional responsi-g 
I tbilities with no increase in personnel and promptly turn around and request fund© 
IJfor additional manpower after short period of time. 



Pincus cited 7/71 article in Congressional Quarterly to show FBI ov§r 
period 1950-1971 received funds^re^ues^ed except for 2 years when Congress 
increased funds; actually for 1952 arid 1971 fiscal years, requests were made by 
FBI for additional funds which, ^ere af>provedy* not gratuitously thrust on FBI by 
Congress as Pincus infers. Pincus again falsely charges that Director has refused 
to appear before Senator McClelland s Appropriations Subcommittee; the 
has never refused to make such an app^ei^. (# <-2 ~ // 3 '2o 7 - 

Knc. , fm W ( 8 C 

S \N0V 8 1971 
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Memorandum to Mr. Mohr 

Re: Committee for Public Justice . . . Synopsis 

Pincus resurrects worn-out charge that FBI gets favored treatment 
from House Appropriations Committee because FBI agents staff the Committee's 
Surveys and Investigations Staff; he infers Jay B. Howe of the House Subcom- 
mittee staff and Thomas J. Scott, Staff Director of the Senate Appropriations 
Committee, as former agents, afford favored treatment to FBI budget requests. 

Pincus criticizes Congressmen for not questionning Director con- 
cerning matters of "substance 1 T * such as use of informants and wiretaps; obviously, 
Pincus is unwilling to recognize some discussion on such sensitive matters occurs 
off the record. Pincus concludes paper with proposals for greater involvement 
of Department in FBI budgeting and programming and greater control over FBI 
policy by Congressional Appropriations Committees in order to bring the FBI 
back into Government. Details follow. 
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V Memorandum to Mr. Mohr 

Re: Committee for Public Justice 

Paper on "The FBI Budget" by Walter Pincus 

DETAILS 

Walter Bittman, former Department Attorney who has been cooperating 
with the Bureau, furnished a copy of a draft of a paper by Walter Pincus entitled, 
"The FBI Budget" which is to be presented at the Princeton Conference of the Com- 
mittee for Public Justice on 10-29/30-71. The material in the paper is little more 
than a rehash of a three-article series written by Pincus and published in the 
Washington Post early in June, 1971, shortly after Pincus completed an assignment 
as a researcher for the anti-FBI presentation which appeared on the TV program, 
"First Tuesday," on 6-1-71. 

Subsequent to the appearance of the articles, Chairman John J. Rooney 
(Democrat-New York) of our House Appropriations Subcommittee, delivered a hard- 
hitting speech pointing out numerous errors and distortions which appeared in the 
articles. A copy of the speech as printed in the Congressional Record for 6-14-71 
%s attached for ready reference. 

The Pincus paper is a loosely organized and slanted attempt to cover the 
internal preparation of FBI budget requests, review of FBI budgets by the Department 
of Justice and the Office of Management and Budget (OMB), Congressional review, 
the Director's testimony itself and the future "reintegration" of the FBI into the 
Government. Throughout Pincus clearly displays a serious lack of knowledge con- 
cerning Federal budgetary procedures. Throughout the paper he liberally quotes un- 
identified Justice officials and former FBI officials when convenient to attempt to 
make a point. 

In the opening salvo Pincus asserts that the funds appropriated to the FBI 
come in one lump sum which is not necessarily expended as the Director said it would 
be expended during his Congressional appearances (page 1). Official regulations give 
an agency head discretion to use appropriated funds as he sees fit to carry out the 
mission of his agency. He is not required to limit expenditures for salaries, equip- 
ment or communications/to 0 ^!! 2 ^^^^ amounts requested for those purposes as long 
as he confines his overall expenditures to the total amount appropriated. Pincus 
levels criticism at the FBI for keeping within its appropriations by limiting the hiring 
of additional personnel or by deferring their appointments (pages 9 & 24). 

Next Pincus contends the Department of Justice has not held in-house hear 
ings on the FBI budget and quotes a Justice spokesman's sarcastic comment that the 
FBI budget is integrated into the Department's budget "with a stapler. " (Page 2). The 
actual procedure is, of course, that the FBI each year submits to the Attorney General 
a preliminary budget request with detailed justification. This is followed by a sub- 
mission in/prescribed for mat of more detailed material for consideration by the 
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Departments Fiscal Review Committee. This committee does hold hearings and 
Messrs. Mohr and Callahan were required to appear on behalf of the FBI on 6-30-69 
in connection with our 1971 request. FBI has not been required to appear since that 
time; however, we have responded to specific requests received from the Department 
for additional information on our budget request. 

Pincus alleges that the OMB conducts a superficial review of the FBI 
budget (page 2). This is not true. The OMB examiners conduct comprehensive 
reviews of our budget requests during which they have frequently called for additional 
explanatory and supporting data. The OMB review process culminates in the personal 
appearances of Messrs. Tolson, Mohr and Callahan before OMB officials. During 
these appearances the FBI requirements are clearly summarized and discussed at 
length. Additional similar references to the role of the Assistant Attorney General 
for Administration and the OMB appearron pages 8 &9. 

According, touPincus, FBI Assistant Directors do not have any budgetary 
responsibility (page 4) and do not take part in the formulation of the budget (page 5). 
In actual practice all Assistant Directors at the Seat of Government submit detailed 
budgetary estimates each year which are carefully evaluated by the Administrative 
Division before inclusion in the overall Bureau request. The submissions of the Seat 
of Government Divisions in turn reflect the needs of the individual field offices. 

Pincus then makes contradictory statements based on discussions with 
one unidentified former Bureau official that costef actors are not included in the pro- 
gram proposals made by the Assistant Directors to the Director and he follows this 
with the comments of a second unidentified former FBI official who claimed that cost 
may be a part of Mr. Hoover T s decision on a program (page 5). 

Pincus properly asserts that the use of investigative resources is the 
responsibility of the SAC and then adds biased comments that in the game of Bureau 
politics, SACs turn their resources toward those matters that will generate the most 
statistics (pages 5 & 6). Forthermore, he states the successful SAC lis the one who 
reads the pressures from Washington (page 6). Traditionally, the SAC has had full 
responsibility for the assignment of his agents and equipment so as to insure the most 
efficient operation of his office. The SAC is responsible for allocating his resources 
in such a way as to give priority to the most important matters whether they be organ- 
ized crime, civil rights, bank robbery or kidnaping cases at any given time. The SAC 
is held responsible for a continuing evaluation of his needs and is expected to request 
additional assistance when he really needs it or, on the other hand, to declare un- 
needed personnel and equipment as available for use in Bureau operations elsewhere. 
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In an exchange critical of overtime performed by agents, Pincus resorts 
to a question answered by a question routine (page 6). He claims there is an often 
told story of the SAC who asks an agent how much overtime he had performed in a 
given week and the agent responds with a question as to how much is required. So 
ends the exchange with the reader left to decide for himself whether the SAC is assur- 
ing himself as to the equitable distribution of the work load or the agent is brazenly 
inquiring as to the minimum effort he is expected to put forth. 

Pincus contends that the Director always takes the position that the FBI 
would undertake new responsibilities with existing personnel and then after a short 
period of time would submit a request for additional personnel (pages 6 & 7). He 
claimed that in 1963 the Director told President Johnson he would need funds for 200 
additional agents to step up work in the civil rigfcfe field. Pincus quoted an unidentified 
former Department official as stating this was just a way to add to the Bureau's per- 
sonnel and that a good manager would have reallocated agents from less important 
tasks. He mentions specifically car thefts and interstate payment/cf sWs^Tfiat generate 
impressive numbers and dollar recovery figures which are used before Congress 
(page 7). Pincus points out the Director did get funds for the additional agents over 
the period of several years to hire the 200 agents supposedly for civil rights cases. 

The civil rights work did of course increase substantially in the early 
and mid 1960's and required a tremendous commitment of agents. The FBI did request 
a total of 428 agents in the fiscal years 1965, 1967 and 1968 for civil rights work. 
It is not possible to pinpoint the 200 new agents Pincus has in mind. Pincus, in quoting 
the alleged Justice official, foolishly ignores the fact of life that the FBI does not 
pick and choose the investigations it is required to conduct. The responsibilities of 
the FBI accrue as a result of Federal statute and directives of the President and the 
Attorney General. The FBI has no discretion to select or sample only certain cases 
for attention. 

Whether or not intentional, Pincus makes the statement that it is clear 
the Bureau maintains extremely tight budget controls within its own house and he 
quotes the cost to the FBI of the Kent State investigation (page 8). He also points out; 
the Bureau is noted for the meticulous controls it has over the handling of money 
(page 9). He also pojnts out that the manner in which the Bureau uses its confidential 
expenditures, informant payments and reward money is Mghtly held - "as it should be" 
(page 10). He then follows this with a somewhat contradictory statement that unlike the 
CIA which has similar funds and makes top secret accountings to a White House control 
committee, the Bureau apparently tells no one (page 10). 
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budget 

Entering a discussion of the Congressional review of the FBI/ Pincus 
contends that a recent Congressional Quarterly survey showed that in the past 21 
years the FBI received exactly what it asked for in all but 2 years when the Congress 
gave the FBI more than it requested (page 11). The Congressional Quarterly issue of 
7-23-71 contained a table showing FBI requests and amounts approved for the FBI 
for the fiscal yea*sl950 through 1971. According to the article, Congress appropriated 
$26, 133, 000 more than the FBI requested in 1952, allegedly to provide funds for FBI 
investigations paralleling the Kefauver crime investigations. Actually, a supplemen- 
tal appropriation was requested in 1952 in the amount of $26, 798, 000 to handle the 
heavy increase in work due to the Korean crisis. The House Appropriations Com- 
mittee recommended the $26, 133, 000, a reduction of $655,- 000 below what we had 
requested. In any case, the FBI had requested the funds and they were not gratuitously 
thrust upon us by the Congress. The article also contended that the 1971 request 
was increased by $2, 750, 000 for non-Federal applicant fingerprint work. Actually, 
this amount was requested by the FBI and added to our original. 1971 request by way 
of an amendment by the Senate. This amount also was in response to an FBI request 
and not gratuitously offered-? by the Congress. 

Pincus repeats the charge made in his June article that the Director 
believed it unnecessary to appear before Senator McClellan's Appropriation Com- 
mittee since the House Appropriations Committee always granted the funds requested 
(page 12). Congressman Rooney made it clear in his speech on the House floor that 
Senator McClellan has followed the policy of hearing only appeals from cuts made by 
the House. This policy applies to all Government agencies. 

The old worn-out charge is again raised by Pincus that the FBI enjoys 
favored treatment by the House Appropriations Committee because FBI personnel 
head up and serve on the Committee's Surveys and Investigations Staff (pages 13 &14}. 
Pincus incorrectly claims the FBI's involvement with the staff began in 1959 when the 
late Congressman Cannon headed the Appropriations Committee. Actually, it was back 
in 1943 that FBI agents separated from the Bureau's rolls began to serve as heads of 
the investigative staff. Congressman Rooney in his speech set the record straight for 
Pincus. 



Pincus makes critical reference that Jay B. Howe, the man on the regular 
staff of the House Appropriations Subcommittee which is involved with the FBI request, 
is a former agent and Thomas J. Scott, the Staff Director of the Senate Appropriations 
Committee,is also a former agent (pages 15 & 16). He infers these two dedicated 
staff members afford favored treatment to FBI requests. 

Pincus contends that Congressman Rooney »s approach to the FBI and the 
Director are best characterized by Rooney' s own words which were to the effect that 
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very few agencies in Government are as efficiently run with such results to the tax- 
payers' benefit as the FBI and without a doubt Mr. Hoover is the greatest administra- 
tor in Government (page 36). 

According to Pincus, the outline of the Director's testimony each year 
is predictable and makes for dismal reading by those who seek some enlightenment 
on the "key issues" surrounding the Bureau's activities (page 17). Pincus makes no 
attempt to define what he regards as the key issues. 

Pincus criticized the Director's reference during his March, 1971, testis - 
mony before the House Appropriations Subcommittee to the military backgrounds, fine 
physical condition and amenity to discipline of two-thirds of the 1,000 agents who were 
then being added to the rolls (page 18). Pincus then infers that these clean-cut quali- 
ties disqualify these agents from making objective investigations among peace groups 
and student radicals. 

In referring to fingerprint work Pincus contended the Director during his 
March, 1971, testimony, introduced a new statistic, "Correspondence, forms and 
name checks received," since fingerprint receipts in the fiscal year 1970 had fallen 
off (page 19). Actually, this statistic has been used for some years since it repre- 
sents a substantial volume of work in our fingerprint operations. 

Pincus attacks the Director's March, 1971, testimony concerning fines, 
savings and recoveries in FBI cases constituting a return of $1. 60 for every $1. 00 
of direct funds appropriated to the FBI in the fiscal year 1970 (page 20). Pincus 
claims unidentified past and present Bureau officials confirm that agent time is 
devoted to matters which build up these statisti cs rather than to more serious prob- 
lems such as organized crime or espionage. He of course makes no charges that 
the efforts against organized crime, espionage or any other menace are less than 
required. 

Pincus alleges that the Director's lack of substance before the Committee 
is not solely of the Director's doing and that the Congressmen themselves do not want 
to get into anything of substance, (page 22). Pincus then offers a clue as to his idea 
of "substance, " by suggesting the Congressmen should be inquiring into the use of 
informants and wiretaps or the allocation of agent resources to the Director's use of 
statistics (page 23). Pincus failed to take into account the many discussions off-the- 
record during which the Director brfefs Congressmen on sensitive matters and answers 
any questions they might have. 
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Pincus repeats the same interesting arithmetic he displayed in his June, 
1971, articles to attempt to show that between the fiscal years 1957 and 1971 the 
number of FBI agents increased from 6, 005 to 8, 482 while actually Congress provided 
for a total of 8, 976 agents during this period Conceding there is nothing legally wrong 
with using funds/foF'e^pB^ses of additional agents, Pincus infers that this shows the 
Director has developed a bureaucratic manner for using figures to get what he wants 
(page 24). Of course, Pincus failed to take into account the downward revision of 
full-year agents required over the years so that the FBI can meet rising costs of 
operations. Many of these costs it was forced to absorb by edict of the Executive 
Branch. Mr. Rooney in his speech praised the FBI for tightening its belt, holding its 
expenditures within amounts authorized and getting the job done with fewer agents. 
He scored Pincus for improperly pyramiding the individual increases over the years 
in order to present a distorted picture. 

In the final section of the paper Pincus makes proposals calling for 
greater involvement of the Department in FBI budgeting and programming (page 25)., * 
and less emphasis on FBI statistics to prove its efficiency and more emphasis on 
meeting the pressing problems it faces (page 25). Concerning the last item, Pincus 
offers no suggestions for measuring accomplishments against the so-called problems 
faced. 



Pincus also proposes greater control over FBI policy by Congressional 
Appropriations Committees (page 25). For example, he criticizes the Congressmen 
for not questioning what he described as the FBI's vast investigation into black 
student groups (page 26). He also contended that no Congressman asked the Director 
about his(.division of criminal records (presumably he is referring to the Crime 
Records Division) or "the selling of the FBI" (pages 26 & 27). 

Pincus criticizes the Congressmen for not questioning informant 
activities (page 27) and electronic surveillances (pages 27 & 28). In this connection 
he also quotes.,, .out of context, from the Director's recent appearances conveniently 
omitting references in some instances that electronic surveillances, in organized 
crime cases are made on the authority of court orders which, in turn, have been 
applied for only after approval was received from the Attorney General* Here again, 
Pincus ignores the off-the-record discussions which invariably are held on such 
matters. 



Pincus concludes his paper by taking the position that time and practice 
have made the FBI a totally separate power and that the FBI needs to be brought back 
into the Government, but with limited status required to protect all people and not just 
the few who now run it. (page 29). . 
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AGRESSION AI, EJSCORD— HOUS 



Shortly rirter he took over as Interior S_ 
rotary, Rogers Morton hired Harry Treleaven 
tli*- political flack and ad executive who dl- 
, fected the theatrics for President Nixon's 
1968 campaign. 

Treleaven was pMd $121 a day to analyze 
the department's information programs. He 
reported his conclusions to Morton Jasfc 
month, but is still officially a consultant to 
the Secretary, 

SELF-SOIV1KC REPORT 

- Several days after he submitted his report, 
Treleaven sent a J. tter to Henry Wheeler, the 
bureau's deputy director for health and 
safety, under the letterhead of his newly 
reorganised public relations firm, Allison, 
Treleaven and Rietz (with some help from 
Holder and Kennedy (Inc.) , a Nashville, 
Tenn., public relations outfit which repre- 
sents oil and steel companies. 

Aside from tho obvious ethical questions 
raised by Treleaven's use of his position as a 
government consultant to drum up business 
for his own company his proposal Is aston- 
ishing in other ways. 

It makes no mention of the fact that, time 
and again, company negligence has been 
shown to bo tho principal cause of the coal 
Industry's hideous safety record. 

Instead, Treleaven suggests a program to 
"help motivate miners to do what is right." 
The first phase is to study the present bu- 
reau publicity effort to see whether it Is 
> "motivating workers to adopt safe working 
habits and actually changing behavior/' 

Phase two, to quote tho letter, "win bo the 
development of a full-scale all-media com- 
munications program which will accomplish 
our agreed upon objectives." 

It would even Include such hoopla "as 
contests, personal appearances by celebrities 
and government officials. ..." 

POLITICS AN£> SAFETY 

The key man in helping Treleaven to slick 
In with the Bureau of Mines Is Edward 
Pallor, a gradc-A political hack who was 
hired by tho Nixon Administration to oversee 
enforcement of the mine safety law although 
nis only recent experience has been in Re- 
publican politicking. 

According to Jim Allison, Treleaven's part- 
ner, Failor invited Treleaven to submit his ' 
proposal. Allison acknowledged further that 
the Treleaven plan had already been given 
the bureau's unofficial approval. 

My associate Brit Hume called Pallor to 
ask him about this. His secretary answered 
the phone "Judge Failor's office." Appar- 
ently he v/as once a municipal judge in 
Dubuque, Iowa, and still likes to be called 
"Judge." Failor refused to discuss the matter. 
Madison- AVENmr sPLuacs 
Mr. Speaker, the Bureau of Mines pro- 
poses to spend taxpayers* money for a 
Madison Avenue splurge to' try and put 
the monkey on- the back of the coal 
miners. The whole deal smells to high 
heaven. It is an unholy mixture of poli- 
tics, propaganda and pabulum. 

We have seen many instances where 
Republican Party politics have interfered 
with the professional, life- and -death job 
of protecting the health and safety of 
cool miners. V/hen^you trace the Tic- 
leayen proposal, the footprints go direct- 
l lJ° the office of E <*ward D. Failor, the 
$35,000-a-year staff associate to the Di- 
rector of the Bureau of Mines, whose 
major experience was in the area of 
fund-raising for the Iowa Republican 
Party. There is also a strong: element of 
boardroom politics in the Treleaven pro- 
^posal, which shifts the burden away from 
coal operators and their new owners, the 
companies, and places the responsibility 
for safety on the-4ef*nseless coal miners. 
J^es/AUisoi^pWtner in the firm of 



Aliijjjfc, Treleaven *nd Reitz, also played 
a.^^inent role in the 1968 Nixon cam- 
paign, and was a top assistant of the Re- 
publican National .Committee. The 
Holder-Kennedy advertising nrm played 
a* key role in the massive media cam- 
paign unleashed against former Senator 
Albert Gore— Democrat, Tenn.—in 1970. 

Apparently the Treleaven proposal is 
a typical all-media saturation campaign, 
which includes television, ra{ jj 0? D m_ 
boards, lapel Duttohs, bumper stickers. 
It appears that the campaign is deliber- 
ately massive in order to overcome what 
is expected to be some stiff sales resist- 
ance, on the part of the tough-minded 
coal miners. I know from experience that 
the coal miners of West Virginia are not 
stupid enough to swallow that kind of 
pabulum, and I do not think the miners 
from other States will either. Why does 
not the Bureau of Mines get on with the 
job of enforcing the health and safety 
law, instead of trying to give the miners 
a snow job? 

GENERAL ACCOUNTING Of PICE REPORT 

In the General Accounting OOIce re- 
port, the Comptroller General states: * 

Bureau inspectors have cited mine opera- 
tors for violations and have required $hat 
they bo corrected. During subsequent In- 
spections of -the same mines, however, nu- 
merous new violations were found, often of 
the same -type as the earlier ones. 

Mr. Speaker, the clear responsibility 
for providing safer working conditions 
rests with those who own and operate 
the coal mines of the Nation. And the 
Bureau of Mines is charged under the 
law with monitoring that responsibility 
to see that it is carried out. I have in- 
curred the ire of the United Mine Work- 
ers of America, because I have insisted 
on drastic penalties to be imposed on in- 
'dividual miners who violate safety regu- 
lations. The 1969 law includes a fine of 
up to $250 for miners who are caught 
smoking.' - 

The Comptroller General's 
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and Safet^^t of 1969, and convincing 
the owneflBid operators of the. coal 
mines that tney mean business in abiding 
by the preamble of the 1969 act, which 
states: 

Congress declares that the first priority and 
concern of all in the coal mining industry 
must be the health and safety of Its precious 
resource— the coal miner. 



NBC'S LAGT* TUESDAY 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Gok- 



The operators' required self-policing pro- 
grams for determining whether they were 
complying with health and safety require- 
ments also appeared to be ineffective. 

The report added: 

We helieve that effective pre-shift, onshift 
ana weekly inspections by the mine operators 
could result in fewer repeated violations of 
the type discussed above and in safer condi- 
tions for the mine workers. Therefore, the 
Bureau should require that the mine op- 
erators implement effective inspection pro* 
grams. To achieve more effective examina- 
tions will require the operators to devote 
more emphasis to recruiting and training 
persons to perform these inspections. The 
operators also must provide for the prompt 
correction of hazardous conditions brought 
to their attention t>y their inspectors t£ the 
required inspections are to sefcve £hje*r "pur- 
pose. ■ 

The report also criticized Uie Bureau 
of Mines and the Department & MvXih- 
- terior, and stated that: 1 " " . 

The Department's policies .frsr "entpwiug 
health and safety standards "hay « hciii at- 
times extremely lenient, confusing, uncer- 
tain and inequitable., 

I would suggest that the Bmgau of 
IvXines could be^rtp^c^SK^SSas on 
enforcing the ^gia^feb^l^line Health 
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zalez) . Under previous order of the 
House, the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Hookey) is recognized for 30 min- 
utes. 

<Mr. BOONEY of New York asked and 
was given permission to revise and ex- 
tend his remarks J 

Mr. EOONEY of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, much has been said and writ- 
ten lately about the failure of the tele- 
vision networks to report fairly both sides 
of an issue. In essence, charges have been 
levied that persons have found them- 
selves on television responding to ques- 
tions with answers that were in fact an- 
swers to other questions; that one side of 
an issue is completely ignored as if there 
-were no reasonable answer and that 
news events have, in fact, been gen- 
erated by TV personnel who found the 
real situation for one reason or another 
not quite newsworthy enough. 

Most of us have long believed that the 
majority of newsmen make it their busi- 
ness as a matter of pride, if nothing else, 
to get the whole story and to get it right. 
Unfortunately, television newsmen and 
some print newsmen are making their 
thesis a hard one to hold on to. 

My suspicions were greatly increased 
by a recent NBC program called "First 
Tuesday'* and then a subsequent rehash 
of that distorted program in the Wash- 
ington Post in a three part series writ- 
ten by the reporter who was the con- 
sultant to "First Tuesday" when it was 
putting together its unilateral picture 
of the FBI which was in reality nothing 
but a part of the swirling vendetta 
against the FBI and its respected Direc- 
tor, J. Edgar Hoover. 

Another salvo in a relentless ban-age 
to impugn the good name and deeds of 
the FBI appeared in the June 7, 1971, is- 
sue of The Washington Post-Times 
Herald in the form of -an article— the 
first of a three-part series — by a re- 
porter named Walter Fincus, entitled „ 
"FBI Clears Its Own Funds for Con- 
gress/' The article contends, as its title 
implies, that the FBI is accountable to 
no one, save itself, in justifying its an- 
nual appropriation requests. Such a 
theme implies equally, of course, that the 
House- Committee Oil Appropriations has 
blithely ignored its responsibility to hold 
the FBI strictly accountable for the ap- 
propriations it receive-. 

Apparently finding his task exhilarat- 
ing, reporter Pincus goes on, throwing . 
reportorial caution to the winds, by sug- 
gesting that the Subcommittee of the 
House Appropriations Committee, which 
oversees FBI requests for money, has 
deliberately accommodated the FBI to 
a preferential niche around which no 
"serious House review of the FBI" seems 
likely for the future. 

d 
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As chairman of the subcommittee 
'whose integrity this article has so gross- 
ly maligned, I am indignant and out- 
raged at this shoddy substitution of sen- 
sation for journalism. That this compila- 
tion of innuendo, half-truths, distortions, 
and downright sloppy investigation 
might pass as serious newspaper report- 
ing is, indeed, alarming. 

It would seem that Mr. Pincus was so 
eager to jump aboard the newly refur- 
bished and well-orchestrated bandwagon 
of vilification against the FBI and its 
Director that he was determined not to 
let the facts stand in his way. Why 
should he? Others who have clearly beat 
him to the wire in the current anti-FBI 
sweepstakes have, after all, shown a 
cavalier disdain* for the truth. 

Moreover, as a citizen of the United 
States, I am deeply disturbed ' at this 
continuing attempt to discredit a de- 
voted and exemplary public servant, FBI 
Director J. Edgar Hoover. He has self- 
lessly molded the FBI into perhaps the 
finest investigative agency in the world. 
To my mind, the FBI represents one of 
the best-managed and most efficient Gov- 
ernment agencies it has been my privi- 
lege to observe in more than -a quarter 
of a century on the Hill. This evaluation 
of the FBI is not made from any infatu- 
ation with or as some critics would main- 
tain, a fear of Mr. Hoover. It is made 
from the cold, hard analysis and com- 
parison of Government operations from 
a vantage point few others have had. 

Distinguished Government service 
should be acclaimed, not disparaged; 
superior performance should be acknowl- 
edged, not attacked; dedicated public 
servants should be encouraged, not 
denounced. Mediocrity has been all too 
much the condition attendant to the con- 
duct of many Government operations. 
Those of my subcommittee and myself, 
who have easily distinguished accom- 
plishment from the drab background of 
the norm, do not, when we do so, deserve 
to have our integrity and motives darkly 
questioned as they have been in Mr. Pin- 
cus' article. 

The FBI has received no preferential 
treatment before my subcommittee. But, 
FBI Director Hoover has been shown the 
respect and admiration engendered by 
the abundant evidence of his single- 
minded devotion to duty for more than 
47 years. 
An ancient sage once said: 
Criticism, is easier taan craftsmanship. 
How true that saying rings today when 
the intemperate broadsides of reporter 
Pincus' article are compared with the 
facts— the hard-won accomplishments of 
a craftsman, Mr. Hoover. 

Let me examine Mr. Pincus* charges 
and set the record straight 

In view of his assertion that FBI 
"agents are in charge of investigating 
their own congressional appropriation," 
a review at the outset of the history of the 
surveys and investigations staff of the 
House Appropriations Committee, is in 
order. 

Back in 1353, when the late Congress- 
man Clarence Cannon, of Missouri, was 
the chairman of the full committee, the 
staff was set up with the help of FBI, 
agents on loan to the committee. Since 
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^kt time, the staff has been headed 
JQprits separated from the FBI's rolls and 
placed on the committee's payroll for the 
period of their tenure. At the present time 
there are three agents running the staff 
as director, first assistant director, and 
second assistant director, respectively. An 
agent usually remains on the commit- 
tee's rolls over a 2-year period, progress- 
ing from second assistant director to 
director, after which he returns to duty 
in the FBI. 

The staff uses investigators and other 
personnel from mar^ Government agen- 
cies to conduct the special studies and 
surveys called for by the various subcom- 
mittees. The personnel from these agen- 
cies remain on the rolls of their respec- 
tive agencies which are reimbursed by the 
committee for the costs of their person- > 
nel. 

During the calendar year 1970, per- 
sonnel from a total of no less than 14 
Government agencies assisted on the 
Surveys and Investigations Staff— as has 
been the practice in prior years. The 
agencies represented included the FBI, 
Agriculture, Army Audit Agency, CIA, 
Commerce, Defense Contract Audit 
Agency, Export-Import Bank, . HEW, 
Interior NASA. Tariff Commission, 
Transportation, Treasury, and the Vet- 
erans' Administration. Admittedly, the 
majority of the personnel are borrowed 
from the FBI. This is not surprising since 
we have found the manifold responsibil- 
ities of the FBI have given their agents 
broad and superior investigative and ad- 
ministrative experience. 

The surveys and investigations staff 
has never been requested to conduct any 
studies directly involving an appropria- 
tion request of the FBI. The FBI's re- 
quest is closely stofcHcd and independent- 
ly evaluated by the regular staff of the 
committee— which has no FBI personnel 
assigned— prior to being considered by 
the members of the subcommittee of 
which I have the honor to serve as chair- 
man. 

The committee actually reimbursed the 
FBI the amount of $707,981 during the 
fiscal year 1970 for services of its per- 
sonnel onloan to the Staff and not $511,- 
000 as reported in the article. 

Mr. Pincus glibly charged that the FBI 
Director has not felt it necessary to ap- 
pear before the Senate Appropriations 
Subcommittee that handles its budget 
and that Senator John McClellan, the 
subcommittee chairman, has not pressed 
for such an appearance since the Direc- 
tor declined to make one the year the 
Senator became chairman. Senator Mc- 
Clellak assumed chairmanship of the 
subcommittee in February 1961 and I 
understand he .has followed the policy 
of hearing only appeals from cuts in ap- 
propriation requests made by this House. 
This House, d\iring the fiscal year 1963, 
did, contrary to the assertion of Mr. Pin- 
cus, cut an FBI appropriation request 
for pay raise funds. The Director of the 
FBI elected to accept our action with- 
out appeal and, in line with the Senator's 
policy, no hearings were accordingly 
called for the FBI. - 

Furthermore, I understand Mr. Hoover 
has never had the opportunity to decline 
an invitation to appear before Senator 



UL&y's subcommittee an<K, there- 
fore, c^fcer Mr. Pincus entirely remiss 
in sugPRing the Director is immune 
from its examination. 

The FBI has always fully justified 
every dollar it has requested over the 20- 
plus years I have served as the chairman 
of the subcommittee. Director Hoover's 
testimony has consistently been out- 
standing. He has never failed to provide 
a comprehensive, detailed, and factual 
accounting of his stewardship. I only 
wish others would do likewise. 
' Before I get into'tLv erroneous charge 
by reporter Pincus that the FBI has re- 
ceived money enough to hire more agents 
than it actually has, I would like.fco ex- 
plain the FBI's sound practice in its ap- 
propriation requests of referring to per- 
sonnel in terms of full-year employees. 
This term of "full year" has the same 
meaning as "man-year" and both denote 
employment of one man for a total of 260 
work days in a fiscal year. The Bureau, 
pays for a total of 260 days worked even! 
though performed by two or more differ- j 
ent employees. The net result is that it] 
has the equivalent use of only one em-j 
ployee for a full year. j 
Another very important point to be. 
kept in mind with respect to figures on^ 
agent personnel, they do not reflect the^ 
additional manpower expended on FBI' 
work by agents in the form of overtimel 
Agents have always performed consider-; 
able overtime but beginning with fiscal 
year 1955, premium overtime pay was 
initiated which only partially compen-{ 
sates for such overtime work. Since fis-J 
cal year 1955, all Bureau agents have 
performed in excess of 2V 2 hours over-j 
time daily. The uncompensated overtime^ 
has resulted since fiscal year 1961 in the 
Bureau having an equivalent to the full-! 
year services ranging from 792 to- 1,241 
agents over and above those provided in r 
appropriations each year. | 
Now then, engaging in some interest-; 
ing arithmetic, this fellow Pincus reached 
the conclusion that although the number 
of FBI agents increased from 6,005 in the 
fiscal year 1957 to 8,482 in the fiscal year 
1971, the Congress actually provided 
funds for a total of 8,976. Hie beginning 
figure of 6,005 is correct. If we then add 
to this figure aH of the individual in-; 
creases which total 2,871 a figure of 8,876^ 
can be^ computed— in any case, not the 
8,976 arrived at by Mr. Pincus. { 
But even the 8,876 is not correct. It 
fails to take into account the downward : 
revision of full-year agents required over^ 
the years so that the FBI could meet 
rising costs of operations. Many" of these 
costs, like those of other Government- 
agencies, it was forced to absorb by edict 
of the executive branch. In order to com-; 
ply with such directives and operate 
without violating the antideftciency stat- 
ute, the FBI as well as other agencies, 
had to cut expenses to the core by cur- 
tailment of employment if necessary. r 
Taking into consideration the net ef~. 
feet of these downward revisions, the 
total number of agents, not full-year, 
provided for in the 1971 requests there- 
fore is actually 8,350 and not the im- 
properly totaled 8,976 arrived at by Mr.J 
Pincus through improperly pyramiding 
the individual increases since 1957. { 
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- Bearing in mind what I have said and 
taking Jnto aqcount the fact that the ap- 
propriation requests are prepared about 
1 year prior to the beginning of a fiscal 
year, I believe we have the explanation 
for Mr. Pincus' slantefr conclusion con- 
cerning the agents provided for in fiscal 
years 1968 versus 1967 and 1962 versus 
1957. 

Mr, Pincus pointed out that the FBI 
, Director requested 50 new agents, none 
for the seat of government, in the fiscal 
year 1962. This was followed by a state- 
ment also made by the Director and 
completely out of context; 

We will endeavor to absorb this extra 
work (at the seat of government)' with our 
present staff through streamlining and 
greater productive efficiency. 

The parentheses and words therein 
were gratuitously supplied by Mr. 
'Pincus. 

In this regard, I wish to point out that 
had the FBI and Mr. Hoover been able 
to employ all of the additional agents 
requested each year and continue to ab- 
sorb costs which they were required to do 
relating to postage rate increases, health 
benefits increases and the like, they 
.would be miracle workers. Instead of 
coming in and crying for supplemental 
to defray these costs, the FBI tightened 
its belt, did with a few less agents in a 
particular fiscal year and yet got their Job 
done m their usual outstanding manner. 
For this they should be commended, not 
criticized. It is proof that the FBI Di- « 
rector is not an empire builder. 

The FBI has for many years followed 
a policy of assigning its personnel so as 
to meet the changing needs of the serv- 
ice. In line with this policy, agents from 
the field have been assigned to super- 
visory duties at the seat of government 
when the normal workload required 
such action, The FBI has rarely asked for 
additional personnel for the seat of gov- 
ernment staff to supervise investigations 
except where a new investigative pro- 
gram was being instituted- For exam- 
ple, the request for the fiscal year 1972 
which is now pending before this House 
contains a request for 23 agents for the 
supervisory stafT at FBI Headquarters 

n!i eS A£P nts , are rea ^™d to supervise 
the 1,500 agents being- added during the 
fiscal years 1971 and 1972 to handle or- 
ganized crime, extremist, and aircraft hi- 
jacking matters. 

fi^i^^ 1962 > the Erector testi- 
nea that the estimated fingerprint re- 
ceipts for fiscal year 1963 would be 5.7 
pillion. At that time he noted that al- 
though the fingerprint, work had in- 
creased substantially he was not request- 
ing any -actional personnel for the 
i^o catlon Divisi "*n. In February 
io«r« tes V fying . in connection with the 
19<H fiscal year budget, the Director sub- 
Sif * a / evi ' ed e ^imate for fingerprint 
receipts for fiscal year 1963—6 million. 

so?fJn Crease f * om ™ *° 6 million- 
300000-vwas due primarily to re- 

rw est]n f ates received from other 

wS^l ^ encies a * the time they 

van??™2 their estimates for the, fiscal 

flfw£ 4 and . IOI , lowin S his projection 

iol o ed ^° actional clerks, and not 
125 as Mr. Pmcus reported, to handle 
the expected increase in work. 



reciter Pincus' article states, the 
pJW increase in 1 fingerprint re- 
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ceipts did not materialize and actual re- 
ceipts for the fiscal year 1963 were 5,- 
720,537. The revised figure which had" 
previously been reported as G million was 
not realized primarily because receipts 
from Federal agencies were considerably 
lower than anticipated. However, in con- 
sidering personnel needs' in the finger-, 
print operation, there % are many factors 
which must be taken into account, such 
as growth of files, number of fugitives 
identified, number of wanted notices 
•posted,' increases in latent fingerprint 
work and the like, which are not direct- 
ly related to the volume of prints re- 
ceived. Increases in these categories were 
reported in the Director's testimony year 
after year and were taken into account 
by the subcommittee in evaluating the 
request for additional personnel. 

Mr. Pincus asserted that the Director 
showed he hired only 85 clerks which 
proves that Mr. Hoover did not feather- 
bed the Bureau's operations when the 
work load fell short of earlier estimates 
Another false charge leveled at the 
Director was that he threatened to halt 
the processing of non-Federal applicant 
prints in order to obtain additional funds 
for the FBI Identification Division. This 
was certainly not the case. In the in- 
terest of economy and with the approval 
of the Attorney General, the processing 
of non-Federal applicants was discon- 
. tmued in May 1970. Thereafter, Congress 
approved an amendment to the FBI's 
1971 fiscal year budget which provided 
for 400 additional full-year employees to 
resume processing of non-Federal ap- 
plicant fingerprint work which was rein- " 
stituted in October 1970. 

The article indicates that non-Federal 
applicant fingerprint checks had grown 
some 472,855 between 1967 and 1970 but 
that during the same period fingerprint 
checks for Federal Government agencies 
dropped 246,637. Actually, during this 
period Federal applicants decreased 357,- 
925. However, the primary factors to be 
considered during this period are an in- 
crease in criminal prints of 540,261 and 
an overall increase in fingerprint re- 
ceipts of 246,637. 

Pincus conveniently ignored these facts. 
Also to be taken into consideration in 
evaluating workload and- personnel 
.needs of the Identification Division chir- 
ms this period was the tremendous in- 
crease in correspondence and forms not 
accompanied by fingerprints, increase 
m latent fingerprint work, increase in 
fugitives identified, and the increase in 
wanted notices posted and canceled. 

Incidentally,. the FBI's principal re- 
sponsibility in the fingerprint opera- 
tion is not to process the prints of Fed- 
eral applicants as stated by Mr. Pincus. 
This should be abundantly clear when 
we see the volume of Federal applicant 
work is about 30 percent of the total 
volume received. This important fact was 
also ignored in the article. 

Mr. Pincus makes much of the ar mored 
vehicles which are provided for the FBI 
The Director of the FBI testified before 
the House Appropriations Subcommittee 
on March 17/ 1971, -during which the 
need for the armored vehicles was the 
subject of the following colloquy; 
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Mr. Sikss. Tl^fchas been some comment 
in the press ab^Hfhe purchase of armored 
cars for tnc FBL^JTll you tell us about this? 

Mr, Hoover For many years the Committee 
has approved the purchase of one armor ed. 
vehicle for replacement purposes and, as 
you know, this Is specifically set forth in the 
appropriation language. We are permitted to 
have a total of four armored vehicles. We 
have two here In Washington, D.C., ono In 
New York City and one in Los Angeles. 

If I may digress a* this point, I would 
like to say that during a recent television 
interview, I suggested one of the older 
cars was in Miami. There Is 210 armored 
FBI car at Miami, and there never has 
been. • 

1 now resume reading the Director's 
testimony: 

The cost of the armored vehicle purchased 
in 1970 was $27,665. In recent years we have 
experienced an Increase in cost ana the prin- 
cipal reason for this has heen the escalating 
cost of armoring the cars. One vehicle Is 
disposed of each year after it has been de- 
armored and the proceeds from the sale are 
applied against the cost of the vehicle pur* 
chased. 

The armored vehicles are used for pro- 
tective purposes. 

Mr. Tolson. Mr. Congressman, during the 
calendar year 1970 Mr. Hoover received 2C 
threats on his life and so far this year, he has 
received another 10 threats. It is necessary 
for security reasons for Mr. Hoover to he 
transported in these vehicles. 

Mr. Hoover. The Attorney General and I 
have used the armored vehicles when we were 
required to be in New York City and Los An- 
geles. The vehicles are available as the needs 
arise for investigative purposes. 

Mr. Sikes. I am certainly glad you have 
an armored vehicle available for your protec- 
tion. 

The armored vehicle provides neces- 
sary security at a minimum cost to the 
taxpayers. An alternative would be to as- . 
sign armed agents to protect the Director 
in view of the death threats he receives. A 
minimum of four agents would be re- 
quired for such an assignment and this 
would cost $110,000 annually. When com- 
pared to the cost of the armed guards, the 
cost of providing the armored car is far 
more economical and at the same time 
does provide the protection necessary. 

The wholly unwarranted attempt by 1 
reporter Pincus to discredit FBI Director 
Hoover's testimony before 'my subcom- | 
mittee, as well as the subcommittee's ex- 1 
amination of that testimony, is not at all ' 
surprising. This fellow Pircus has occa- 
sionally taken 'wild press shots at the 
FBI, dating as far back as 1961. More 1 
recently, he served as a researcher for the j 
network television program "First Tues- ' 
day" which, during its telecast on June ■ 
1, 1971, did its best to portray the FBI 
as a totalitarian agency of repression. In * 
preparation for .this icitc^it Mr. Pincus ' 
obtained a set of blueprints of. the new * 
FBI headquarters, after which NBC 1 
spent many thousands c f 'their stock- I 
holders' dollars constructing the model of ' 
the new building which was exhibited on 
the television program. At fhe moment 
they showed their one-sided ridiculous 
story of the building their Mr. Garrick 
tJtley had a tape that I had made 2 weeks 
oef ore here in the House recording studio 
explaining in detail the need of the De- j 
partment of Justice for the building so i 
as to consolidate seven different locations I 
here in Washington in which the FBI is [ 
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presently located. The American publiBp 
was never permitted to learn that NBC ' 



had this direct and I think satisfactory 
answer in possession, 

I was proud to defend the FBI during 
that telecast as I am proud today to de- 
fend it and my subcommittee from scur- 
rilous attacks seemingly designed to de- 
stroy established and effective agencies 
of our Government, ' 



INSPECTION OE OP SOUTHEAST 
ASIA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Gon- 
zalez) . Under a previous order of the 
House the gentleman from California 
(Mr. McCloskey) is recognized for 60 
minutes. 

Mr- McCLOSKEY. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like ai this time to report to the 
House on a trip the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia (Mr. Waldie) and I made, to 
Southeast Asia during the Easter recess, 
April 7 through April 16. I will describe 
four specific factual situations we en- 
countered ' there, but would first like to 
mention an :ssue which arose repeatedly 
during our trip, an issue which presents 
the House with a problem as serious as 
that of ending the war itself. 

That issue is the deliberate, willful, 
and continuing deception of Congress by 
the executive branch of Government. 

In both Vietnam and Laos, Congress- 
man Waldie and I were given deceptive 
briefings: we were given incomplete and 
misleading information in the presence 
of officers, both military and Foreign 
Service, who know that such information 
was incomplete and misleading; we were 
given incorrect facts on several occasions 
in the presence of officers who knew that 
such facts were incorrect, yet stood 
mute. 

The deception was clearly not a matter 
of protecting secret information from 
the enemy; the intention was to conceal 
information from the Representatives of 
the people of the United States as if we 
were the enemy. 

I believe that this deception was not 
merely an isolated instance of conduct 
by specific individuals; the Defense De- 
partment and the State Department 
seem to have developed a pattern of con- 
duct which accepts the concept that the 
executive branch is entitled to and 
should conceal facts which are unsup- 
portive of executive branch policy. 

In recent weeks, for example, the ex- 
ecutive branch has refused repeated re- 
quests from my office to release statistics 
on the following: 

First, the number of amputee casual- 
ties in Vietnam; . - 

Second, the number of deaths from 
over use of drugs in Vietnam; • 

Third, fclife number of Laotian villages 
destroyed by Air Force bombing. 

These are not statistics that need be 
withheld from the North Vietnamese or 
Pathet Lao. The purpose in concealing 
these statistics can only be that they 
might cause the American people and the 
Congress to demand a more rapid with- 
drawal from Southeast Asia than the 
Defense and State Departments feel is 
appropriate to the Nation's best in- 
terests. 



Such concealment, the deliberate 
withholding of information from the 
Congress, presents a grave constitutional 
question as to whether the legislative 
branch can properly perform its own 
legislative responsibilities. 

Under the Constitution, we in the Con- 
gress have the sole power to declare war; 
we fund the standing Army, but for a 
period not to exceed 2 years; we in the 
House of Representatives, who face our 
constituents for reelection every 2 years, 
must also initial the revenues neces- 
sary to support the Nation's expendi- 
tures. 

All of these provisions were clearly in- 
tended by the^framers of the Constitu- 
tion to give Congress the controlling de- 
cisions in matters of war and peace. We 
make the laws; the President as Com- 
mander in Chief only executes those 

laws. M . _ 

If Congress is to make wise decisions, 
however, we must be fully informed. We 
cannot authorize a war, without com- 
plete information; we should not per- 
mit a war to continue without complete 
information. 

Against this background, I would like 
to describe the four specific factual situ- 
ations we observed in Southeast Asia and 
which bear upon the decision to cut off 
funding for the war which is now before 
the Congress. 

L THE DESTRUCTION OF THE HAMLETS OF VIET- 
NAM 

Over a year ago, on a previous visit 
to Vietnam, I was advised by our per- 
sonnel there that in one of Vietnam's 44 
Provinces, Quang Nam Province, 307 out 
of 555 hamlets had been destroyed by 
American forces. On our most recent 
visit, Congressman Waldie and I visited . 
cities and hamlets in each of the six 
northernmost Provinces of South Viet- 
nam, from Quang Tri just south of the 
DMZ down to Binh Dinh. We confirmed 
that the pattern of destruction in Quang 
Nam province was not unique. In all six 
of the northern Provinces, 'we flew over 
vast areas where only hedgerows remain 
to indicate where hundreds of thousands 
of people once lived in quiet rural vil- 
lages. It appears that at least half of the 
hamlets in these six Provinces have been 
deliberately destroyed by American fire- 
power. 

In our zeal to separate the guerrilla 
from his base of supportin the country- 
side, it appears that we have accom- 
plished the same "wanton destruction of 
villages' 1 and "forcible relocation of civil- 
ian population" that we expressly defined 
and denounced at Nuremberg, as a crime 
against humanity, a definition of crime 
which we likewise insisted at Nuremberg 
should be applicable to all nations, not 
just Nazi Germany, 

I could fir\d-no American' officer or 
statesman, from Ambassador Bunker on 
down, who could tell me of any consid- 
eration given by American decisionmak- 
ers to the question of whether we our- 
selves, in ouu- search-and-destroy r free- 
fire zone policies, had not violated our 
war-crime' precedents established at 
Nuremberg. 

Worse yet, American .officers assigned 
to brief us or to escort our inspection 
trip, either did not know, or chose to 
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deJ^fctely conceal, the fact 'that Amer- 
icarWtfces and American firepower had 
destroyed the hamlets in question. , w 
In Thua Thien Province, we flew over 
the lovely river valley of the Song Bo 
River, noticing the bumed-out hedge- 
rows of dozens of hamlets now surround- 
ed by overgrown fields in what must 
have once been productive rice paddies 
and orchards. We flew on some 20 kilo- 
meters 4 ^ to a tin-roofed refugee camp 
located in coastal sand dune country 
where the refugees *t one of those Song 
Bo River valley hamlets, Xuan Loc ham- 
let of Ap Thanh Tan village, were 
gathered to meet us. With a circle of 
American advisory team members, Viet- 
namese Government officials and our 
own escort officers listening, we were first 
told by the local hamlet chief through 
both Vietnamese, and American inter- 
preters that the hamlet of Xuan Loc of 
Ap Thanh Tan had been destroyed by 
the communists in May of 1969, and that 
his people had fled the village after their 
homes had been burned by the Vietcong. 
The hamlet consisted of 128 families, op 
over 500 total population. , We asked if 
Americans £ad asked the people to leave.' 
The answer was "No." We asked if Amer- 
ican troops or planes had fired on the 
village; the answer was J 'No," We asked 
if the people ever returned to the hamlet 
to do honor to the graves of their an- 
cesters. The answer was "No." 

Under repeated questioning, the ham- 
let chief insisted that his people had 
moved out of the original village "volun- 
tarily and that U.S. troops had helped 
them to move. 

A number of Vietnamese police stood 
behind the chief as he talked, and the 
Vietnamese and American advisers and 
escort officers present nodded approv- 
ingly, or remained silent as this story 
unfolded. 

As we continued questioning the chief 
in the center of a group of perhaps 100 
listeners, a nondescript sort of fellow in 
a semimilitary uniform wandered ove^ 
and made a few laughing comments $o 
one of our interpreters. It turned out his 
name was Ho Le, the assistant platoon 
leader of the 17th Popular Forces Pla- 
toon which operated in the area. Ho Le 
had a far different recollection of the do 
struction of Xuan Loc hamlet. 

The Vietcong had occasionally come 
into the village at night, but in May of 
marines of the Third Marine Divi- 
sion had ordered the villagers to leave 
Thereafter, the marines burned the vil- 
lage to the ground. Ho Le stated he had 
participated since 1965 in military opera- 
tions in Thua Thien province and that 
his platoon had been assigned to the sec- 
ond battalion of one of the Marine regi- 
ments operating in the area. He stated 
unequivocally tb at the Vietcong had no* 
burned any villages, and that no homes 
had been burned until the marines or- 
dered that the villagers move v;:t. at 
which time the hamlets were buiiiec 
down by the marines. ' 

Had Ho Le not volunteered this in 
formation, I am absolutely satisfied thai 
the U.S. military "and civilian officer* 
assigned to our party would have per- 
mitted us to leave the area with a wholly 
false impression of the history and cir- 
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m Type to QuH Under Juzg-" 



A yea. v. • so r< jo, the con- 
scrv'aiivo r;^*.; ...ag went into 
full "r.p over Mr. Justice 
Dv-' , mm s. Th ■ " . zt was to in- 
pc:.:.: the man and, if 
vicwei so^o! ■ ^ its merits, 
t2v cadid. But a 

fe* o .... tacticians, 
w j eager broth- 

er*, . . — effered some 
sa^o .. off. 

The- ..we » ,\*ved unavail- 



ing, b.r, 



: was sound. 



. Whatever . - . - ay be said of 
him, Bi'i Dov±- .s is a fighter. 
He wou\. *:cvcr quit under 
fhv Tiu * advice might 
be- .."o:* J tou .y to profession- 
al: ..riiivo i)i . ISdgar Hoover. 
iTho FBI <T.-e^v ought to re- 
tire. If h *; . r oft alone for a 
.v.** , r.i. { * do precisely 
[ft! ... ■ .icca is touiUi; he 
is s,:j!:,:-o.-ij; l.c is proud; and 
b . in die with his boots on 
K .ore he lets it be saiu that 
t.. likes o; Ramsey Clark 
h * ■ • :ed him out of his office. 

. i-'oly these elementary ob- 
c* r rions must have been 
ji od upon Lie scholars, 
1- ,>crs, bieedi :g-hearts and 
woep-easies who convened at 
Princeton last weekend. Con- 
sidering Jhe respectable set- 
ting" and 6poi;='orship, 'one 

nv -it have suppoged.th.at .this/ 
^•Mfif-;w % o on the FBI" 
v.u.. d c. . it: at least the sur- 
f*. • r -> of objectivity. 
2nou *o. This was a hanging 
jury. T e conferees proposed 
fto husuo ok 1 :*.:an Hoover to 
the gallows; i.iey succeeded 
only in confounding them- 
selves. 

The Princeton consistory, 
according to Duane Lockard, 
chain. *n ot ihe university's 
dew. .).'' politics, .was 

spr a v ::v by an '\wum- 
ymo: \\ .\ :> o; !; couple/' who 
put u;> i • .X). The loiYlib 
Field anu X. «v 'Vorld Founda- 
tions threw in .3,000 apiece. A 
t $30,000 kitty permits a loud 
' meow, and 55 cats came claw- 
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-Ir^ihe van wer<*f3b±*r£;0f 



the self-anointed Committee 
for Public Justice? 1 amarsh- 
"nT3Tlow concoction cooked up a 
ycur ago by former Attorney - 
General Clark, whose back- , 
OGne Hoover once compared 
unfavorably to warm macaro- 
ni. 

Trailing behind the commit- 
tee's executive council were a 
ragtag band of professional 
IHccver haters — &> h eit Sher- 
rill of the Nation magazine, 

Fred .J. Cook, IrF. Stone and 
Walter Pin^us. Other partici- 
pants and paper-readers in- 
cluded a platoon of professors, 
attorneys, and disgruntled for- 
•mer "agents of the FBI. This 
*w,as a hatchet job, done by 
experts. The "anonymous cou- 
ple," hiding in ambush, doubt- 
less got their dirty money's 
worth. But will they get the 
old man? No, sir. Hoover will 
not budge. 

And this is a pity. There is 
no man in public life, since the 
death of Harry Byrd, whom I 
.have held in greater admira- 
tion than J. Edgar Hoover. He 
is the incorruptible head of an 
incorruptible bureau. To 
glance through his last annual 
report, released just a few 
weeks ago, is to share his 
pride in those "high standards 

: of professional excellence anf 
personal integrity" that he h; 
exemplified all these years. 
Yet there comes a time, all 

, the same, when the swiftest 
runner outruns his fame, when 

' there is 'nothing more to be 
.gained and only luster to be 
Jlost. Hoover, at 76, has 
fqnjhftfl this noint in his gry^t 
career". 'He has won every ac- 



^ - [jonrad 

Dalbey — 
Cleveland 

Ponder 

Bates 

Tavel 



Walters 
Soyars - 
Tele. Room, 
Holmes 
Gandy _ 




The Washington Post 
Times Herald 



The Washington Daily News 

The Evening Star (Washington) 

The Sunday Star (Washington) O" 4 ~ 

Daily News (New York) 

Sunday News (New York) 

New York Post 





The New York Times . 

The Daily World 

Thejtfew Leader 



all Street Journal 
ftitional Observer _ 



People's World . 



NOV 11 19IL 



NOV 71971 






solaria worth winningviKcfeid- 
ing the enmity of the Prince- 
ton j&ck&ls. fife has given irifl 
bureau every last ounce of 
.dedication, leadership and in- 
spiration. In the FBI, he has 
forged a superlative instru- 
ment for responsible law en- 
forcement. What else re- 
mains? 

These have not been happy 
times lately for the director. 
Recent months have produced 
a spate of resignations and 
forced transfers that have 
hinted a sagging morale with- 
in the bureau. Cartha D. De- 
Loach, once his No. 3 man, left 
in June of. last year after 28 
years with the bureau. The de- 
parture last month of William 
C. Sullivan has caused acute 
^dismay among friends of the 
|FBI, for Sullivan, a 30-year 
veteran, was highly regarded. , 
It has been a painful thing to 
be forced to take sides. 

The director understandably 
will disdain the voices of the 
liberal left. But he should 
know of the increasing con- 
cern on the conservative right. 
We v want him to go, when he 
goes, with trumpets and lau- 
.rels. He is risking the loss of 
themnoy. * — 
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Reference memorandum M^ A. Jones to Mr./Rishop, 10/27/71, 
same caption. Set forth below is review of "ThftW 
of FBI Dom estic Intellig e nce Data 

As sistanT"Prof essor of Politics. L„ _ . ^^-^ 

Massach usetts. This paper is to he submit ted to captioned 
'Committee's conference on the FBI to be held at Princeton, New 
| Jersey, 10/29-31/71. Buf i les ne gative r e Elli f f who has written ? 

-to-be-published ~boofc entitled "Crime, Dissent, and the \J~ 



1a soon 
Attorney General 

Purpose of Paper 



:,1 



While moderate in its tone and subdued in its anti-FBI 
stand, this 70-page study is aimed at encouraging a public inquiry 
by: Congress into the FBI's domestic intelligence data collection 
and thus, will serve only to add fuel to the fires of vicious 
and self-serving criticism against the Bureau. Ellif f claims 
(that only a public inquiry can "obtain sufficient access to 
[relevant confidential materials'.' which would reveal FBI intelli- 
gence activities. Sources used. by Ellif f included documents 
stolen 3/8/71 from the former Media Resident Agency, Appropriations 
Testimony by the Director, "The FBI Story" by Don Whitehead, 
annual reports of the Attorney General, Justice Department memo- 
randa and press releases, Presidential memoranda, court decisions, 
and books and articles on American justice. 

Basis for FBI Domestic Intelligence Coverage * 

Ellif f claims that the Department of Justice believes 
domestic intelligence coverage comes within the inherent powers 
of the President, deriving from the Constitution and not from 
grant by Congressional legislative authority, with the exception 
of intelligence data collected regarding protection of the 
President. „ yH \i1 

f \ CONTINUE! 



Afi JMStamt <\ 
(3) Q>~^ 
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Memorandum for Mr* Miller 

Re: Committee for Public Justice 



Origin of Security Intelligence 

I As do most critics of the FBI, Elliff notes the Director 

was head of the General Intelligence Division in the "Palmer Raid" 
days. Elliff states that the Director later deplored. tactics 
used to round up individuals at that time and was able to persuade 
the American Civil liberties Union and Attorney General Harlan F* 
Stone of his sincerity in opposing excesses at the time of the 
VPalmer Raids/ 1 Elliff notes President Roosevelt!*s 9/6/40 memo- 
irandum and President Truman f s directive of 1950 as authority for 
JFBI intelligence collection activities ♦ Elliff claims the FBI 
magnified President Roosevelt's 9/6/40 statement which called. for 
1 local officials to furnish the FBI information received on 
| espionage, counterespionage, sabotage, subversive activities, and 
violations of the neutrality laws into a definitive order serving 
I what it considered its mission in intelligence gathering . 

Scope of Security Intelligence 

Noting the risk of describing the FBI's intelligence 
scope on the basis of available material, Elliff — obviously with 
tongue in cheek — denies trying to create the impression that the 
FBI has exceeded its Constitutional authority ♦ He calls for 
illumination of aspects of the FBI net fully appreciated before 
"so we may make reasoned judgments and factual, constructive 
.criticism*" He lists the targets of FBI security intelligence 
coverage through the years as communists, communist front groups, 
Nazi-influenced and Fascist-type groups, the extremist New Left, 

i»nd groups with international contacts subject to communist 
nfiltration. He mentions existence of an index of persons 
onsidered detrimental to internal security during World War II 
s well as the current Security Index which he claims is used . 
o identify persons who might threaten the President, while it 
reviously existed for apprehension of potential sabotage subjects 
n future periods of national emergency « Elliff notes the FBI 
jmust exercise discretion on whether or not there are sufficient 
If acts to report in matters involving internal security and diiwhich 
{Federal officials should receive such reports* He admits that the 
tjFBI seeks to eliminate subjectivity by reporting all available 
information, following prescribed procedures, and use of "by- the- 
Ibook" patterns and terminology ♦ 

CONTINUED - OVER 
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Memorandum for Mr. Miller 

Re: Committee for Public Justice 

Scope of Racial Intelligence 

Elliff states that racial intelligence gathering is 
now half of the FBI f s domestic intelligence mission, noting we 
give information .On racial extremist matters to local authorities 
and the Department of Justice . From documents stolen at the 
former Media Resident Agency, he .notes the FBI's ghetto informant 
program that seeks to uncover indications of. possible racial 
disorders and he concludes that while wiretap coverage of extremist 
groups produces much extraneous material, wiretaps are, in fact, 
often the only way to obtain information regarding possible 
racial violence* Elliff also discusses the FBI f s interest in 
black student groups and Klan activities pointing to instructions 
and recommendations from President Johnson and several study 
commissions for intelligence coverage needed to alert Government 
officials to possible racial disorders. 

Elliff f s Conclusions 

Elliff snidely concludes that n a little fresh air is 
needed" in the form of periodic public scrutiny of the FBI* He 
claims . that if fault is to be found it would not be in the FBI 
and therDirector, but in the Attorneys General, Presidents and. 
Congresses who gave power and responsibility to the FBI but 
failed to direct, guide, and control it. . . 

Nine recommendations are presented by Elliff: (1) Estab- 
lish Constitutional basis for domestic intdligence gathering; 
(2) consider separation of foreign counterespionage duties from 
domestic intelligence; (3) review standards for preparation and 
dissemination of domes tic. intelligence data; (4) establish 
permanent domestic intelligence advisory council; (5) scrutinize 
Justice Departments Internal Security Division; (6).msyte_FBI 
givo^recommendatiojo^s and draw conclusions on basis_of intelligence 
data; (7) maintain strict disc iplineT' inspections, and firm pro- 
cedures in FBI intelligence work; (8) examine need for domestic 
intelligence, data; and (9) insure that the Director f s successor 
maintain internal control. and morale, resist outside partisan 
pressures, and exemplify a true professional. 

RECOMMENDATION : ^T*/? ^ 

For information. * ^1 ***** 
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Mr. Trank cv><jarr ington r Jr. 
ericcms for Infective Law 
forcercnt, Inc. 
r.oom 1333 

228 Morth La£*llo Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60 (J 01 

Dear Hr. Carrington: 

I have read the accounts of your staunch 
defense of the TBI and xy& regarding the recently con- 
cluded conference of the^Comittee for Public Justice 
and want to take this opportunity to thank you for 
your efforts* My associates and I are certainly grate- 
ful for your taking to task certain participants at the 
conference, v?hoso only ai?n uas to continue their verbal 
abuse of our cictivities* Please accept my gratitude 
for your support, 

I am enclosing a copy of ny latest speech 
ttfhich I thought you niqht find of interest. 



A: 




REC-61 (, 



f * 




6 l 

9 



rincerely yours , 
J, Edgar Hoover 



enclosure 

Remarks of Director at 25th Anniversary Dinner of Washington Chapter 
of Society for Former Special Agents of FBI, Inc., 10/22/71 



fa-it 



Chicago 

ReBucal 11/5/71 and ureal 11/5/71. 



Tolson 

Kelt 

Rosen , 

Mohr 

Bishop 

Miller, E.S. 
Callahan _ 
Casper , 

Conrad 

Dalbey , 

Cleveland . 
Ponder 



NOTE: Mr. Carrington is Executive Director Americans for 
Effective Law Enforcement , Inc. He is an attorney, former 
legal advisor to the Denver Police Department* No prior 
correspondence and nothing of a derogatory nature. His 
organization is devoted to presenting legal arguments in 
favor of more efficient law enforcement and supports 
sensible actions taken by law enforcement officers. 



Walters 

Soyars 

Tele. Room 

Holmes 

Gandy 



-44* t 

35 A 



X MAIL ROOMtZD TELETYPE UNITCZ1 



(Mount Clipping in Space Below) 



Call FBI . 
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BY BRYC- 1SNGLE 
Tire two -day Princettta, 
conference on the F<=d- 
Bureau of *iivestigatiDn 
was v described here yesterday 
by two Chica^oans who attend- 
ed "hau,-.iet job." 

Frsri: G. Carrington, execu- 
tive director of Americans for 
Effective Law Enforcement, 
said he and his group's associ- 
ate executive director, Richard 
0. Wright, "were the only two University Law School dis- 
people there who even could be counted spoils which show 
considered as favoring law en- Americans' overwhelmingly- 
^ cicu « iavu nib ww ^ FBI and its proce- 

forcement" Vres. • - 

( Attack FBI practices Basic to 'System 

* Most of the 53 others attend- Do rsen's position, said Car- 
is* the conference, which end- rington, was that it is what the 
e<l * Saturday, attacked t;he Constitution says, and not wftat 
1 FBI's Use of informants, un- P e >P Ie & ivk > that counts. Car- 
dfercover operations, and elec- said " this P resu PP<* es 

tronic surveillance, Carrington, 
said. 



things than somebody b^ing 
killod and one of those things, 
is a society intimidated by jaw 
enforcement. 

Subordinates Human Life 
"Talk about people who 
don't value human life," said 
Carrington. "It seems to me, 
that this attitude by Prof. 
Countryman subordinates the 
value of human life to constitu-, 
tional abstractions." 

He said that Prof. Norman 
Dor sen .of New York 



"Ic was an attack on the 
country's right to have intelli- 
gence on subversives," Car- 
rington said. "The way to de- 
fend yjur country is thru the 
areas of criminal investigation 
{in whici 'he FBI engages, ' 



that what we're talking ab&ut. 
is ius interpretation of the Con- 
stitution." 



Carrington said his view 



( 



Is 

tha'fc of considering 1 what people 
think is basic to our system of 
government. * 

'iWright said that those at the 
conference "presented evipry 



*'\Ve frit that a country Ijas Sponsible attack on the FEjI" 
]right ui rl duty, tojrotectjits without having anyone there 
izens from people who want who c6uld present legal and 
tear down the fabric of s&i- practical justification for the 

£ FBE and its practices. I 

Americans for Effective Law 
Enforcement was set up to 
serve as. a conservative coun- 
terforce to the American Civil 
Liberties Union in the crimihal 



a 

.ci' 
to 

ety." 

Reason Two Attended 
The reason he and Wright 
attended was to speak up for 
this position. But he said if he 
"had known it was going to be 
thai much of a hatchet job, I 
don't know that we would -have 
gone." 

A particular target of Car- 
rington was Pre. Vern Coun- 
tryman of the Harvard Univer- 
sity Law School, whom he 
quoted as saying that if the 
|FBI nee'd . 1 to penetrate some 
organizations to solve bomb- 
ings he would rather the bomb- 
fr'tt would ro v *~'lved. 
. ' t\'i . ' u'yir.Mt JUJ 



v area. It is headed by Fled 
Inbau, law professor] at 



Northwestern University, 




VIr. Tolsou^. 

Mr. Felt L.„ 

VIr. Koso * _ 

Mr. ^ol^.:__ v 
Vfr. BC>^.a ; _ 

Mr. ^lulcr^iCS 

Mr. Callahan. 

Mr. Caspar 

Mr. Conrad 

.Mr. T)jm' y _ 

Mr. Cleveland 

Mr. Ponder__ 

Mr. Bates.L. 

Mr. TaveL; 

Mr. Walters. 

Mr. Soyars. 

Tele. Room. 

Miss Kolmea. 

Miss Ga-ndyJ t 

newspaper, city and stateT) 



i 



^CHICAGO TRIBUNE 
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 
SECTION 1 A 



Date: H/ 2 /7l 

Edition: g PORTS FINAL 
Author: BRYCE ENGLE 
Ed lt o GIA YTON KIRKPATRICK 

Title: 



Character: 



or 



80- 




Clasoificatlon: 

Submitting Office: CHICAGO 
I I Being Investigated 



TO 



U 

FROM 



OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
GSA GEN. REG. NO. 27 




UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



* 



Mr. Bisho^Jiy 



subject: COMMITTEE FOR PUBLIC JUSTICE 



DATE: 11-9-71 



Tolson 
Felt 




Her, E.S. 
EJallahan 
Casper 
Conrad 
Dalbey: 
Clevera: 
Ponder 
Bates _ 
Tavel _ 




Walters 

Soyars 

Tele. Room . 

Holmes 

Gandy 



My memorandum dated 11-8-71 pointed out that Congressman John Hunt 
(R - N.J.) and several other Congressmen would blast captioned organization on the 
Floor of the House today. 

At approximately 3:45 p. m. Ken Bellis, Aid to Congressman Hunt, phoned 
to advise that this was definitely set for this afternoon and that at least nine Congress- 
men would participate at approximately 4:30 or 5:00 p. m. after other House business 
is concluded. Other Congressmen may voluntarily join in. Those committed to make 
statements or place a statement in the Record, according to Mr. Bellis, are in 
addition to Congressman Hunt, Bill Archer (R - Texas); Jackson E. Betts (R - Ohio); 
William M. Colmer (D - Miss.); Samuel L. Devine (R - Ohio); William L. Dickinson 
(R - Alabama); Lawrence J. Hogan (R - Maryland); Floyd Spence (R - S. C. ); and 
Joe D. Waggonner, Jr. (D - Louisiana). 

RECOMMENDATION: 

For information. 
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v>« x bxJred COOK v * A 
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Memorandum, M. A. Jones to Mr. Bishop, October 2' 
sets out that Fred Cook will deliver a 30-page paper on "The FBI 
in Organized Crime" in connection with captioned Committee's 
conference to be held at Princeton, New Jersey, October 29-30, 1971 . 
Cook's proposed paper has been reviewed in the Special Invest igativeV 
^SJDivision and comments concerning it are set forth below. N 




As you know, Fred Cook, and everything he writes, is 
lextremely hostile to the FBI and the Director wherever possible. 
Beginning in October, 1958, when he wrote a lengthy article in 
"The Nation," Cook has composed numerous writings critical of the 
FBI and the Director, many of them on the subject of organized ^ 
crime with ttle prevailing premise that this segment of crime in th6l 
ZjS£fl United states exists principally because of the failure of the FBI tj 
tu oqE alone to take appropriate action. There is nothing really new in A 
<CX:cqj the current paper, it being a re-hash of the old canards, lies, * 
^innuendoes, and malicious distortions which he and other Bureau m 
critics have used time after time. He quotes his previous writings-} 
and those of other die-hard enemies of the FBI such as Tom Wicker c© 
"The New York Times," Ramsey^Clark, Jack Anderson, and the \\ 
disgruntled former Agent 1 0tt|Miam Turner. > c , * - t ^ r 7 CT^i^ 

:> For example, at its outset, Cook's paper alleges that theo 
Director over the years held to the position that the "Mafia" was ar| 
figment f ;d^C; journalistic imagination and then expands that thought 
into alleging that the Director had also held the position that 
organized iprime did not exist. Of course, no documentation as to 
date, time /"or publication is included. u j/j 

I On page 14, Cook attempts to dismiss the FBI^s^asfe^j>f — ~~ 
I jurisdiction in an off-hand manner by quoting Turner as saying there 
|were many statutes which the FBI could have used to operate against 
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Memorandum to Mr. Cleveland 
Re: Committee for Public Justice; 
The FBI in Organized Crime 

organized crime, proceeding to list most criminal statutes 
within FBI jurisdiction without specifying their applicability, 
and on page 26 misquotes and misconstrues statements attributable 
to former Attorney General Ramsey Clark concerning information 
developed by the use of electronic surveillance. The purport 
given to this by Cook is that a great deal was learned but time 
was wasted because no action was taken with regard to the 
information. Actually, Clark is known to have said that electronic 
surveillance was a waste of money and manpower because no worthwhile 
information was obtained by this technique. 

On pages 21 and 22, Cook states that in the Louis 
(Lepke) Buchalter case, the FBI jumped into the fugitive hunt 
for Buchalter because of the potential publicity and based its 
action on the fact that he had fled interstate. Actually, 
Buchalter was a fugitive in an FBI Anti -Racketeering case involving 
the fur dressing industry in New York.* 

He mentions the Buchalter case and the 1929 conviction 

Iof Al Capone for contempt of court in a Bureau case in such a 
manner as to indicate that these were extremely isolated instances, 
answering his own question as to whether the FBI had ever concerned 
itself with a major crime figure by saying "yes, a couple of times 
t in a kind of hit-and-run effort." He does not go into the many 
other accomplishments of the FBI over the years in investigating 
cases in which successful prosecution was had of such important 
organized crime figures as those involved in the movie extortion 
case in the early 1940*8 involving such major figures as Paul "the 
waiter" Ricca, John Roselli, and many others. 

On pages 24 and 25, Cook alleges that the FBI began 

I electronic surveillance in the organized crime field only after 
specific instructions received in 1961 from then Attorney General 
Robert Kennedy. You may recall that Kennedy and his associates 
denied being aware of such activity on the part of the FBI when 
it became known publicly in the Black case. 

ACTION ♦ * Tilis investigation concerned racketeering 

" uJea h fof u 5urSia!SH6n? ut antitrust laws 

For information based on the review of Cook's 



proposed paper. 

This memorandum should be forwarded to the Crime 
Records Division. 
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My memorandum to you of 10/18/71 reflected that I had briefed 
Ray McHugh, Vice President and Bureau Chief of Copley News Service, 
Washington, D. C., on 10/15/71 concerning the seminar on the FBI which 
is being held at Princeton University 10/29-30/71 and concerning some of the* 
individuals associated with the above- captioned organization and who will 
appear at the seminar. 

I asked McHugh if he would be so kind to write a column/on tiiis 
matter which would clearly reflect the biased nature of this outfit. Enclosed 
herewith is a copy of a column by McHugh which appeared in "The San 
Diego Union" on 10/24/71. McHugh has advised Bishop that this same column 
appeared in the same issue of all newspapers in the Copley chain. It will be 
noted that the column is very favorable to the FBI, clearly sets forth the 
anti-nature of the people associated with the seminar, and the ulterior 
motives behind it. Steps are being taken to have a copy of this column placed 
in The Congressional Record. 



RECOMMENDATION 



That the attached letter be sent to McHugh. 



1 - Mr. Bishop 

1 - Mr. M. A. Jones 
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RAMSEY CLARK 

Hoover's Former 
Boss Spearheads 
Inquiry 1 On FBI 

By RAY McHUGH 
. ■ Washington Bureau Chief _ 

nrj^TT»rr.n,«« Copley News Service 1 L 

WASHINGTON - FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover says he 
welcomes public discussons, such as an "inquiry" at Prince- 
ton University into the activities of his organization next week- 
end. 

Hoover is polite. 

The Princeton deck is stacked against the FBI, and one of 
the principal reasons for this is Ramsey Clark, former attor- 
ney general and a Hoover critic. 

m The conference at Princeton appears to be the climax of an 
increasingly bitter "liberal-intellectual" campaign against the 
director and the FBI. It coud be a significant meeting in light 
of Washington rumors that .Hoover, 76, is contemplating retire- 
ment, perhaps on his next birthday Jan. 1. Reports have it 
that he would remain on the scene, however, as a consultant. 

Although he raised no objection to the Princeton study, Hoo- 
ver declined an invitation to attend or to send an FBI repre- 
sentative. 

FBI's Refusal Explained 

Any FBI official, he said, would be caught "in the role of 
defendant before even the. first fact is brought out, and con- 
demned by the judges before the trial begins." 

In a letter to Duane Lockard, chairman of Princeton's poli- 
tics department and chairman of the conference, Hoover said 
the ultimate verdict of a fair public scrutiny "must be that the 
FBI is a lawfully composed and operated public agency, 
staffed by honest and reasonably intelligent citizens doing a 
difficult job in the best way they know how, and, moreover, , 
doing it quite as well as it could be done by anyone else." 

"While it may be quite true that we deserve some criti- 
cism," he wrote, "I think we also deserve an 'acquittal.' " 

The "inquiry" at Princeton, scheduled Friday and Saturday, 
is sponsored by the "Committee of Public Justice," an organi- 
zation announced a year ago by Clark. 

Its goal, he said, is to analyze the "role of the FBI in- Ameri- 
can life." 

The bureau is braced for some strong criticism. The com- 
mittee, a New York organization,, is sprinkled- with the names 
gf. liberals and Kennedy-era figures whose distaste for Hoover 
ana nis bureau is well-documented. ,r 



Hoover Criticizes Ramsey « ■ 

The committee came to public attention last November at a 
press conference held by Clark, a man Hoover has called the 
worst of 18 U.S. attorneys general he has served under, "a 
jellyfish." 

Clark said the committee is concerned with "political repr- 
ession" and charged the FBI with "a lack o s f objectivity." It 
gave undue investigative attention to the Communist party 
and the Black Panthers, he said. 

Five months later the committee announced its inquiry of the 
FBI in concert with the Woodrow Wilson School of Princeton 
University. 

Burke Marshall, deputy dean of Yale Law School and for- 
mer assistant attorney general in the Kennedy Adminis- 
tration, together with Roger Wilkins, another K ejmedyite and 
former Justice Department employe, denied to reporters that 
•the committee is out to "get" the FBI. He acknowedged, how- 
ever, that most of its members and the conference panelists 
are critics of the bureau. 

Marshall also has acknowedged that the study will include 
an examination of documents stolen in the burglary of an FBI 
office at Media, Pa. These documents have been distributed to 
FBI and Nixon administration critics. 

Entertainers Among Sponsors 

Members of the executive council and sponsors of the com- 
mittee include Clark; Marshall; Blair Clark, a 1968 campaign 
manager in former Sen. Eugene McCarthy's presidential bid; 
Norman Dorsen, general counsel of the American Civil Liber- 
ties Union, another frequent FBI critic, and Lillian Hellman, a 
woman associated with several identified anti-government or- 
ganizations. 

Activists from the entertainment world also are sponsors, 
including conductor-composer Leonard Bernstein and actors 
Warren Beatty, Candice Bergen, Marlon Brando, Shirley Mac- 
Laine and Paul Newman, 

The following papers and authors are listed in a program for 
the meetmg at Princeton: 

Political Uses of the FBI — I. F. Stone; Insider's View - 
William Turner; Civil Rights — John Doar, Dorothy Land- 
sberg; Informers — Frank Donner; Selling of the FBI — Rob- 
ert Sherrill; The British Analogy — C. H. Rolph; Organized 
Crime — Fred J. Cook; Bill' of Rights — Tom Emerson; His- 
tory — Vern Countryman; Budget — Walter Pincus; Electronic 
Mveiliance — Victory Navasky, Nat Lewin; Data Collection 
"-SyeTT'Neier, John Elliff. 
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iGROUND: 
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Through former Department Attorney William O. Bittman we-Ravei/U* 
received material concerning the planned activities of captioned CommUtee wMel 1 
under the auspices of the Woodrow Wilson School of Princeton Utirastto Princeton 
; S. eW ™ S T WiU hGld a confere ™e at that institute on 10/29-30/™?™ XvlZ™*' 

* Merrill *™^°* eree ^^ 

Sherrill, whose top 1C was given as the ^'Selling of the FBI. » Through Bittman we 
have received a copy of Sherrill's paper which is analyzed below * lttman ' we 

! Bureau Chief nf th^^f * Be * 8 W enn,n who was Tallahassee 

^f. eau Miami Herald" and, as of August, 1971, was the Washington 

Editor of "The Nation, " a leftist -liberal magazine Sherrill also h^ been aslociated 
witt the radical weekly tabloid "Mayday, " and has authored imflatte^SiSSSr 
<!££^^ ACCidGntal ^^'^ «* Vice-Preside/t ^ 

ANALYSIS: 

II t , . . Sherrill is a muckraker in the mold of persistent Bureau critic 
JlJack Anderson. The style and content of his 39-page paper, "Selling of the FBI " 

™*?™\ 0t ^r 8 ' contemptible ***** of muckraking IherAlVs 
attack is focused.squarely on the Director whose "Perfect hiiL, ? ILUJUUJ^ 
'Mom -and -Dad" America is the result of ". . . the most successful fob of salesman- 
ship m the history, of Western taeaucraey.^' TO W" 1 

th» i Q^ft»o f ! ^ ° f 1 Sherrm,s Paper is that FBI "propagandas beglnin 
the 1930 s to counteract public adulation of such anti-hero types ^criminals 
John D^lhnger "Pretty Boy'^Floyd, and Frank Nash, amon^ttef. TSS public 
^? 8 *«° rt ' Sh . e ^ U 1 cla ^ the FBI has systematically expiated tiie news - 
SS? P enodlcals » took authors, the movie industry, and television 

c?nteSte?F«?^ ffenera Uy fnd with its own staff of "ghost writers, " Sherrill 



M 

4 M 



.ux^u^uew^ meoia generally and with its own staff of "ghc 
. j contends ttdt ttf FBI has perpetuated a public image of its own 
A ... the selfless dedication of FBI personnel from top (es 
I* bottom. " [ 

^4 fim^l? 1?m * BiSh ° P 1 ~ Mr * Malmfeldt 1 - Mr. M. A. Jones 
4 ~ j JHC:ssa (8) 7 
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Sherrill attempts to show that much FBI energy and manpower has 
been consistently devoted to public relations. He states that 'It is hard to believe 
that one man, or even one man with all his ghosts and creative allies, could pro- 
I duce or inspire the production of so much? Alluding to an article of some years 
ago by Art Buchwald ('Washington Post" columnist), Sherrill scurrilously concluded 
[that the office of the FBI Director may be like its mock-up in "The FBI" TV show, 
Iwith "nothing" in it, "noffiing but a wall " 

Consistent with Sherrill's muckraking background, his paper is full 
of fanciful prejudice with little documentation of any statements —except a few 
attributed to fellow FBI critics. Any statements drawn from neutral or friendly 
(FBI) sources, are twisted or set in a context to disparage the Bureau. 

i The paper contains a number of completely erroneous statements. 

I A few examples follow: 

Page 14: Sherrill states that the films "Walk A Crooked Mile, " 
'1948, and '1 Was A Communist For The FBI, " 1951, ". . . were quite literally FBI 
[productions in the sense that everything in the script and the manner of acting had 
'to be approved by the FBI; coaching often preceded the approval. " 



Id 



We gave no support or assistance to either film. 



Page 32: In reference to the Bureaus friendly relations with the 
"Reader's Digest, " Sherrill states that the Director "entertained" a group of 
visiting "Digest" editors with recordings of bugs placed in the hotel room of 
Dr. Martin Luther King, as well as ". . . with tapes of Mrs. King's reaction (the 
FBI, which had sent her a copy of the tapes, was apparently able to record the 
reaction via a bug)." 

Jj Sherrill gives no proof whatever forMs libelous statement 

Page 33: Referring to FBI "crime statistics, " Sherrill states that 
"In Washington, it is taken as a matter of natural law that Hoover monkeys around 
with these statistics, sometimes to prove the f need for more FBI personnel, 
sometimes to show how efficient FBI Agents are, always to shore up his demands 
for a bigger budget " 

The Uniform Crime Reports, to which Sherrill evidently refers,, are 
compiled from data voluntarily furnished by local law enforcement agencies through- 
out the Nation based on reported crime in their jurisdictions. Of course, the FBI 
reports these statistics accurately, as received, and they have absolutely nothing 
to do with any justification for FBI personnel or appropriations. 
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M. A. Jones to Mr. Bishop Memo 
- RE: COMMITTEE FOR PUBLIC JUSTICE 



CONCLUSION: 



Sherrill's paper strives mightly to project Mr. Hoover's distinguished 
stature and the FBI's heralded performance as phony reputations built from a 
feverish FBI public relations program. In this he fails. The main impression 
left by his paper is that it is clearly a biased polemic against the FBI which is 
: completely inconsistent with the "scholarly and objective" goals announced by the 
Committee for Public Justice in its scheduled "analysis" of the FBI. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

For information. 
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October 21, mi 



Mrs. Alice Widener 
U.d.A. Syndicate 
530 East 72nd Street 
New York, New York 10021 

Dear Mrs. Widener: 

Mr. Bishop has brought to my attention 
the advance copy of your column of October 22, 1971, 
entitled "Professor With a Sticky Idea. " 



\ 



1 want to express to you my sincere thanks 
for the support of the FBI which you manifest in your 
column. Your ponetrating/fcnd hard-hitting descriptions of 
persons associated with thexio mmlttee for Public Justice 
and some of those scheduled to appear on tne panel at 
Princeton University on October 29 and SO, 1971, will do 
much to alert the public to the true purposes and motives 
of this Seminar. 
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We trust that our activities will continue 
to merit your confidence. 
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J. Edgar 
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NOTE: See informal memo Bishop to Felt re "Committee for 
Public Justice" dated 10/26/71 o , 
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(Mount Clipping in Space Below) 



•fTrkF Hat chet iofo i 



Y<3STBN*GES? 
<¥h c Wy o -day Princet6n, 
i. J., conference on the Fed- 
eral Bureau of Investigation 
was s described here yesterday 
by two Chicagoans who attend- 
ed as a 4 *hatcl^fr1ob. M ^Jy 



Frank (Harrington , exec iv 

said he and his group's associ- 
ate, ejotfutive director, Richa, 



^/right, "were the only two . 
^lethere who even could be SSVlBcaTVSSrm& show 




things than som ebody Jie inft' 
killed and one ofThose things! 
is a society intimidated by law| 
enforcement. 

Subordinates Human Life 
"Talk about people who| 
don't value human life," said 
Carrington. "It seems to me 
that this attitude by Prof. 
Countryman subordinates the 
value of human life to constitu- 
tiona^Ert3stractions. M 

e said that Prof. Norman 
D o r s e n .of 
Universal Law 



considered as favoring law en- 
forcement."'" . I*^* 

Attack FBI practices 
Most of the 53 others attep'd- 
ing the conference, which end- 
ed ; Saturday, attacked ■ the 
FBI's use. of informants, un- 
dercover operations, and elec- 
tronic surveillance, Carrington 
said. 

It was an attack on the 



New Yo rk 
School dis 



Americans overwhelmingly 
support the FBI and its proce- 
dures. m 

Basic to System 
Dorsen's position, said Car- 
rington, was that it is what fjhe 
Constitution says, and not what 
people think, that'counts. Car- 
rington said "this presupposes 
that what we're talking about 
is his interpretation of the Con- 
stitution." 



country's right to have intent- Carrington said his view is 
gence on subversives," Car- thsft of considering 1 what people 
rington said. "The way to de-think is basic to our system of 
fend your country is - thru the government. , • 
areas of. criminal investigation -Wright said that those at the 
in which the FBI engages. 1 conference "presented every 
f "We felt that a country ^as. possible attack on the PB r> 
a right and duty to protectants , • „ 

citizens from people who want w f out , h / vlng a f° ne 

practical justification for tmv 
FBB and its practices. I 
Americans for Effective Law 



ety 



Reason Two Attended 
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The reason he and Wright En f orcemen t was set up to 
attended was to speak up to serve* as a conservative coun- 
this position. But he said if het er force to the American Civil 
"had known it was going to be^ berties Unioa fc fte 
that much of a hatchet ]ob, I, . , , <. 

don't know that we would have£ w K f headc lj 7 * re ; 
gone » B. ' Inbau, law pr nfafig&r^ t 

A particular target oMgar Northwestern Univefe 

rington was P]^f.^er^Coun- 

tryman of the.Har^ar^tTniyer- 

sity Law. School. whom he. fSf JL 

quoted as saymg that if the * 
FBI needed to penetrate sotqc 
oitganizaffos^tMQW ftp: 
ings he *8ld*atfler tne be 
ings would go unsolved. 
Iff qUfltr 1 gourittymnifr as{ ; 
ayinfl that tharo aro wm k> \ 
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November 11, 1971 
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Honorable Floyd £% Spence 
Hou3e of Representatives 
Washington, D. C. 20515 

My dear Congressman: 

My associates and I are indeed appreciative 
of your bringing to the attention of your colleagues the salient 
facts concerning the recently concluded conference of the 
^Committee_fQr_Eublic-Justice_a3 set forth in Tuesday* 3 
"CoB^Fesiional Record, We are certainly grateful for your 
observations regarding the participants in attendance at 
Princeton University a3 well as your remarks on the coverage 
afforded this matter by the news media. Your continuing 
staunch support of this Bureau is most encouraging. 

Sincerely yours, 
J. Edgar Hoover 




1 - Columbia 

1 - Mr. M. A. Jones - Enclosure - (detached) 
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THE INCIPIENT CONFERENCE ON 

THE FBI AT PRINCETON 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Kee) 
Under a previous order of the House the 
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr 
Spsnce) is recognized for 60 minutes. 
(Mr. SPENCE asked and was given 
m J>ermiss3on to revise and extend his re- 
marks.) 

*J a £if P1 f NC 5- Mr> s P ea ker, on Octo- 
hv Mini Pla ^ e l m the REC0RD a coi ™™ 
hLV» I?a -" f • Buckle ^ J r- reporting on 
wie incipient conference on the FBI to 
be held at Princeton, which was billed as 
an "inquiry into the role of the Bureau 
in .American life." Mr. Buckley vividly 
described the background of various 

TZSFS o the ««««ve council of th^ • 
so-called Committee for Public Justice 
principal sponsor of the conference 
th?ntf ^ k at ^ at exe cutive council and 
the list of participants lined up for the 

*n* f w nCe < c , onvinced me ifc was designed 
and intended as a further effort to an- 

oftoe n rai e Th. dibili , ty and eff ectiveness 
°* „ , *• The va st majority of them 
were clearly longtime, vocal FBI 
extreme liberals, or former . 
informers who left the Bureau unde? 
ciark, Lillian Hellman. Pred Con!? t w 
Stone, Shirley MacLaine. Arthur IcWef-' 

^ baSls of ^witness reporte and 
the taped transcript of the proceedmgl ? 
am convinced, too, that charges and ^ 
sinuations of the most irrespfnsibfe SO rt 
were made against the FBI and its Dir °c 
, tor m the course of the conference 
• ..Naturally, therefore. I was pulled by 
the press coverage of the event when it 
actually occurred. The genera? re ?re 
acfaon might best be summarized in the 
woras of columnist Joseph Kraft- 
.Jl obo fy ^r. say with confidence what 

nSin?^ th^? e con «™™ ^ the end. But . 
plainly the FBI was discussed in a normal 
way-not as some outlandish fiend 

"IT-i&t, of course, is not an accurate de- 
scription of much that was said at the 
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conference. The transcript aj 
mr f rks> oT many of 'my colicl 
have preceded mc make tills c1_ 
it is a tilrly accurate description of the 
remarks on which most of the prer^ chose 
to concentrate. 




Indwxi, if 



what happened at Princeton really rep- 
resented the tone and content of the 
meeting, It might almost be considered 
a corroboration of the 'excellence of the 
Bureau and its performance. 

Listen to some of the press accounts of 
the conference: 

From Jeremiad OXdary or the Washington 
Evening Star — 4 \ . . John Elllff, ' of the 
Bmndcls University faculty suggested the 
-main problem with the FBI is that it had 
gone 50 years without a public account- 
ing • • • 

J If fault is to be found, it would not be 
ocught la the bureau and in its director but 
In . . . attorneys general, presidents and Con- 
gress who have given power and respon- 
sibility to the FBI but who have failed to 
give it guidance, direction and control/ * * * 
"He 6ald one of FBI Director J. Edgar 
Hoover's greatest achievements has been es- 
tablishment of an objective politically neu- 
tral system for processing intelligence data." 

One need not agree with this liberal 
professor to admit that this is a relatively 
mild criticism. 

Or again from O'Leary, regarding the 
paper by Victor Navasky, an FBI fee and 
Robert Kennedy apologist, and Nat Lew- 
In, on FBI electronic surveillance: 

They said the FBI in many areas has been 
coram endably ahead of the resu of the na- 
tion's 3 aw enforcement establishment in re- 
specting the rights of American citizens. 

And 

Their Joint presentation suggested it Is not 
JToover or the FBI the nation has to worry 
about but the system by which the govern- 
ment decides who Is to be tapped or bugged. 

Would not you think avowed critics 
could do better than that? 

Or we find this from Alex Michelini 
in the New York Daily News writing of 
Vincent Broderick, former New York 
City Police Commissioner who criticized 
the Statements of several self-styled for- 
mer FBI informants who appeared as 
panelists: 

Broderick . . , condemned the state- 
ments of the onetime informers. "It seri- 
ously Impairs the credibility and validity 
of the conference," Broderick declared. 
"I have no way of knowing whether the 
charges are true or false." 

One of the informers, David Sannes, 
had charged without substantiation that 
he was ordered by an FBI agent to mur- 
der a member of a radical group he had 
infiltrated. No wonder Broderick felt 
they impaired the credibility of the con- 
ference. 

And again from Michelini, writing in 
the New York Sunday News of Broder- 
Ick's criticizing the FBI for, of all things, 
not doing enough: 

Broderick chided the FBI for refusing at 
times to cooperate with local police. "You got 
to drag them in kicking and screaming, 0 said 
Broderick, who added that one of the reasons 
for the resistance was the limitations of the 
bureau's law enforcement powers. 

To what purpose does one criticize in 
on breath and destroy the basis for the 
criticism in the next? 
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From Joseph Kraft in the Washt&| 
Post, we had this: 

Anybody Interested in the cooling natlcSTal 
temperature should examine the conference 
on the FBI, which took place here in Prince- 
ton last weekend. For what shaped up as an 
exorcise In radical chic attack turned out to 
have a story line a good deal less predictable 
than the Efrem Zimbailst show. 

♦ * * * • 

At one point, what had started as a con- 
gress of militant oppositfonism was warned 
by John Doar (former Assistant Attorney 
General for civil rights in the Kennedy Ad- 
ministration) not to attack the FBI simply 
because "we feel more comfortable criticiz- 
ing bureaucracy than criticizing ourselves.". 

In short, the press dwelt on the state- 
ments of the most moderate spokesmen 
xt the conference and those statements 
quoted were, as often as not, construc- 
tively critical if not downright laudatory, 
of the FBI. 

Even where radical criticism was 
Quoted it was frequently placed in a con- 
text which made it clear that it was 
ludicrous or blatantly political. For ex- 
ample, from Charles Krause writing in 
the Washington Post: 

The participants in the conference ques- 
tioned whether all surveillance should be 
ended or only that concerned with political 
dissent. There was a strong feeling, expressed 
by John Doar * * * that the use of inform- 
ants was necessary In protecting civil rights 
workers and combating organized crime. 

The implication is that surveillance 
becomes justified if used against orga- 
nizations like the Ku Klux Klan or the 
American Nazi Party but not if used 
against those on the radical left like 
the SDS or the Black Panthers— a blat- 
antly political point of view. 
■ Robert M. Smith, writing in the New 
York Times, quoted Frof_ Thomas I. 
Emerson of Yale liaw School: 

He (Emerson) suggested that the bureau 
be enjoined from actions like photographing 
peaceful demonstration in '-'compiling politi- 
cal dossiers on people not charged with, a 
crime or reasonably suspected of a violation 
of the law." 

But Smith went on to quote the fol- 
lowing exchange between Richard 
Wright, one of the two defenders of the 
PBI present at the conference, and Pro- 
fessor Emerson: 

Ulchard Wright, the associate executive 
director of Americans for Effective Law En- 
forcement, said he thought 'the FBI has a 
basic duty to make sure the radicals don't 
get away with intimidating the rest of us* 
and asked if surveUlance of some political 
groups was not Justified IT they were in- 
volved in violence. 

Professor Emerson conceded that this was 
•the key question* and said It would be 'a 
major step forward if we could draw that 
line* between general Intelligence -gathering 
and legitimate surveUlance. 

Here we have an admission that the 
critics really had no answers to the hard 
questions they found it so easy to raise. 

Another particularly noticeable factor 
was the mass media's failure to give any 
coverage to the student reaction to the 
conference. When a handful of students 
disagrees with the "establishment," the 
media is quick to seek them out and 
present their case to the people. 

In this case, a group of Princeton stu> ' 
dents, styling themselves Undergradu- 
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mounted a campuswide campaign using 
the university radio station and the D^iiy 
Princetonian to call attention to the in- 
herent bias of the conference sponsors 
and participants. 
They said that: — 

Princeton is doing an injustice to its 
» prestigious name and the scholarly pu:~?uU 
of truth by co -sponsoring such a biased con* 
vocation. 

Much work and research v/ertt into fch* 
effort to present facts as vo^tnsr n^ture^ 
of the conference. Yet the press gave no 
indication that one iota of student op- 
position to the conference existed. 

It would be an easy matter to continue 
with que tes in this vein. Bu; the point 
is made. With critics like these, who 
needs friends? When you stack the deck 
and cannot provide a basically sym- 
pathetic press any more to report than 
did these critics, it seems clear that the 
PBI must be doing somethirg right. 

Unfortunately, this is a dangerous 
conclusion. Perhaps to the credit of che 
press, it did not dignify many of the 
wild and irresponsible things said at the 
conference by giving them wide publi- 
cation. Most reporters concentrated on 
the normal criticism rather than the out- 
landish. 

But the danger is that this organiza- 
tion and its participants will achieve 
credibility in the eyes of the public by 
virtue of the very fact that the extreme 
and incredible statements were not re- 
ported. 

Prior to the conference Stephen Gil- 
lers, director of the committee for Pub- 
lic Justice characterized his group as 
serving as an "early waxning system' 1 for 
what its members thought was political 
repression in America. And Doubieriay 
Co. of New York plans to produce a 
book from the conference, based on ihe 
individual papers and panel discussions 
presented there. 

Clearly, we have not heard the last 
of this "potshoting" from the left. But 
we are in danger of its future activities 
and pronouncements being received, 
with undue attention, simply because of 
the things that were not reported about 
the conference proceedings. 

That is why I am glad to join with 
my colleague from New Jersey in pro- 
viding time today to explore behind the 
facade of this kangaroo court on public 
justice. 
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Mr. John Mohr 

Assistant to the Director • i : \-*?-i'.'jZ 



Federal Bureau of Investigation i 
Washington, D.C.^> 0 ^ . ■ - _ .. L. 

Dear «r. Kohr, ftfit & ft* Pui/'C ^ 

As I'm sure you know, I presented a paper this past /' """"^ 

weekend at the Princeton conference on the Federal Bureau . j 

of Investigation that attempted to deal with budgeting .■ r 1 

and the Bureau's relationship in that process to the ^ 

Department of Justice, the Office of Management and Bud- Cfc 

get, and the Congress. , : ^ 

I wrote and at the time stated that without the co- V 
operation of the Bureau, the presentation could not be 
considered accurate. Despite the preconceptions that 
exist on both sides of this particular conference, I am 
seeking, to do a professional job with the available facts > 
in an effort to accurately present the situation as it - ] a 

presently exists. Anyone may quarrel with my conclusions : ■ ' * 
but, as I -found during my recent service on The Hill, they '■■ 3 
cannot do it honestly if they first deny the basic facts ' 3 
that affect the outcome of those conclusions.. . •' : ^ 

y'~' } -. ' •• ' ' 5 

Since my paper is scheduled to be published, I am : ' 3 

making some revisions based on new information' gained 
during the conference. ' > 

1 continue to recognize the limitations of my knowl- : 

edge of the Bureau's internal processes and would appre- " ? ' 

ciate an opportunity to discuss the budget process— even" * 
just the mechanics— with you or some other qualified rep-- 

resentative of. the Bureau. . V.* 

: ;>;, ; ; : v-:;, ;>;;": ;:• NOT mifmtim- : 

My deadline is mid-month so I would appreHSafcev/al &ejft| ' : | 

as soon as is convenient. . ' , .-i"- ^-: ' '* . 



